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The Washington MS. of Joshua.Sy Max L. Maegolis, 
Professor in the Dropsie College, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Prof. Sanders, the editor of the Washington MS. of Deutero- 
nomy and Joshua belonging to the Freer Collection, discusses 
the textual problem presented by the new uncial at length. 
Its aspects are shown to differ in the two books. In Joshua 
"9 (= Washington MS.) and A (= codex Alexandrinus) stand 
closer together than in Deuteronomy, but still represent fairly 
independent traditions, as is shown by the 253 agreements 
between G and B (= codex Vaticanus)" - In the forms of 
names "9 agrees with A nine times as often as it does 
with B". 

In view of this close relationship it is to be regretted that 
the editor chose to base his collation on B rather than on A. 
I have therefore made a fresh collation. I found that Prof. 
Sander's work, if some three or four inaccuracies are excepted, 
is most perfect. The same cannot, however* be said of Swete's 
work. In round 50 places Swete's collation is inaccurate so 
"far as the readings of A are concerned. 

On the basis of my fresh collation, the relationship of 9 
and A as members of one and the same group is unmistakable. 
Certain omissions in 9 are intelligible, i. e. explainable as 
having arisen through homoioteleuton, only when the text of 
A is compared. Comp. 7, 17; 11, 5; 17, 8; and for the con- 
verse process, 19, 31. In some of these cases, it is true, another 
manuscript steps in in the place of A as the basis of the mu- 
tilated text underlying 9, so N. Which goes to show that we 
are dealing here with a group consisting of 9, A, N, possibly 
M, and a number of cursives. 

The disagreements between 9 and A in the proper names 
are, generally speaking, of a nature to substantiate rather 
than to invalidate the affinity of the two uncials, the diver- 
gence between them being trifling, when their common devia- 
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tion from B is compared. Comp. e. g. aaAa« aAa* A / ax«A 
[read axeA«, k<u follows, = p^nn] B. There are, of course, in- 
stances in which it would seem that either 6 or A has moved 
nearer to B. But their proportionate number is in the first 
place too small to be taken into account; and secondly, in 
nearly all of them we have to do with readings on which the 
two forms of the text as represented by B and A have never 
divided to an appreciable extent. This holds good even where 
the Hebrew is at variance. For, if A be but a text adjusted 
to the Caesarean standard codex, it can be shown that Origen 
was conservative in his treatment of the Koivr), introducing tacit 
emendations only where the common reading seemed at least 
to him to be hopelessly corrupt. Then the different hands of 
the two codices must be taken into account. When further- 
more the remaining group-members are consulted, the reading 
of 9 or A reveals itself as singular or sub-singular. 

As for the remainder of the text not covered by proper 
names, my own count yields 208 cases in which 9 goes with B 
against A. In 23 of them the various hands of the three 
uncials have come into play. Of the large remainder of 185 
instances in which 9 coincides with B against A, more than 
one half (95) show A in isolation which is absolute in by far 
the greater number (55). Of these absolutely singular readings, 
29 are clear errors; 4 are decidedly inferior; of the remaining 
22, two may perhaps represent corrections to minimize the 
dissonance with the Hebrew, while the bulk are of a trifling 
character. As for the 40 relatively singular readings, 10 may 
be pronounced to be errors and 6 inferior; in 4 there is a 
more or less certain adjustment to the Hebrew, while in one 
instance the omission of a redundant pronoun eases the Greek; 
the remaining 19 instances concern trifles. 

So far I am able to furnish accurate statistics. But my 
tabulation still remains to be finished. In a summary way I 
can see now that codex 121 is a close relation of A, sharing 
together errors and singular readings; also that some readings 
of A go back to the Kowr\ in some other form than the one 
which is revealed in B. 

Where A has moved nearer to B, it is frequently a case of 
omitting asterisked passages. Both 9 and A are excerpts from 
the Septuagint column in Origen's work which have been 
adjusted to a koiWJ text. Following the well-known prescription 
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of Jerome, obelized passages were on the whole retained, while 
asterisked passages were omitted. Yet the redactors of the 
two texts in question did not always coincide in the amount 
excised. 

As to the relative merit of and A, 6 is the more accurate 
text. But inferior readings are found even in 9. The two 
check each other's errors admirably. 

An accurate estimate of the place of 9 and A in the nar- 
rower group to which they belong is impossible without a 
fresh collation of its constituent codices, both uncial and cur- 
sive. In view of the inaccuracies in Swete's apparatus, as pointed 
out above, an edition of the complete text of 9 with the 
variants from A is deemed desirable by the present writer, to 
serve as a basis for a collation of the other group-members, 
like M and N and the rest. On our steep road to the earliest 
form of the Septuagint, we need resting places, points of 
vantage; such are the groups, narrower and wider, into which 
the extant texts may be divided. The proper names in the 
Book of Joshua are the milestones which guide the investigator 
in finding his way to texts held together by group affinity. 
Thus, in the Book of Joshua, there are all told six groups, 
of which three show traces of Origen's Palestinian text. Among 
these is the group to which both 9 and A belong. 



